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article. But I think it increnses the number
of judges beyond the ne-essities of the case.
It provides that we shali have twelve dis-
tricts.

Mr. HEpe. That is the nineteenth section,
whieh was inforwmHy p.ssed over.

Mr. Ngeuey. I thought the pineteenth
gection was the amend-nent pending.

Mr. CLarke. 1 withdraw my amendment
with this view, that we cannot vote under-
standinuly upon s-ction tweuty without un-
derstanding the system which [ propose to
offer, and of which the amendment last night
was only one bran-h. 1 think if [ read the
amendments I propose to offer, the conven-
tion will be in a bet-er frame of mind to un-
derstand the diff ent secticns ag they may
be offi red, scction by section as the several sec-
tions are taken up.

[Mr. CLaRKE a2uin read sections nineteen
to tweaty-four, inclu-ive, of whieh he had
givea notice inim-dintely betore taking up the
report this moruiny J

This will bring up the question of the two
systems at once. If in order, I will now offer
sectdon nineteen, as an amendment to the
preseot amendment, 80 that it shall read as
follows :

‘*Bec. 20. There shall be a judge for each
county in the Stut-, who shall be elected by
the legal and qualified voters of the several
counties. He shail be a resid:nt for one year
in the couuty for which he way be elected
next before the tim - of uis election, and shall
reside in the county f.r which he i3 elected
while h continaes to act as judge.

The Presipenr. That does not seem to be
strictly germain to the amesdment of the
gentl-man fiom Allegavy, which is a section
relating to the courts, that one shall be held
in each county,

Mr. RivesLy. T understind the proposi-
tion of the gentleman from Prince George's
(Mr. Clarke) to beu part of an entire system,
which contemplates & circuit and equity
judge in each county. I would ask him what
comnpensation he has in view for these judges ?

Mr. Crarge. 1 will state that the plan
which I propose embraces no more judges
than the report of the committee.
having three ocuunties brought into a cireuit,
you hase one judge for cach county all
through ; and the resident judge in the
county shall discharge the chancery powers.
The expense is the same as that contemplated
by the report of the majurity of the commit-
tee. There are no more judges ; and the ex-
pense is identical.

Mr. Hess. 1 offered the proposition in this
form in order to conform to the general fea-
tures of the report of the judiciary committee,
The difference between the proposition 1 of-
fered and that coutained in the report is this :
The report proposes twenty<two jadges, one
for each county, three judges in the ecireuit.
My proposition is to have one judge to each
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judicial circuit, and to have a circuit court
in each county over which that judge is to
preside. There can be no difficulty about it.
Aoy one in favor of baving ove judge in
each circuit, whether there are eight, ten,
twelve, or filteen circuits, will be in favor of
my proposition.

Mr. Neeuey. 1 conceive that there is no
earthly difference between the section offered
by the gentleman from Allegany and the one
reported by the committee, except that the
section offered by the gentleman from Alle-
gany looks to a one-judge system, and the
other looks to a three judge system; so that
when we vote, these who are in favor of & one~
judge system will vote for the preposition of
the gentleman from Allegany; and those
who are in favor of a three-judge system will
vote against it,

Mr. Hese. That's it.

Mr. NecLey. We can alter it hereafter to
make (welve, nine, or fifteen circuits, as we
please.

Mr. Sanps. T was very much interested last
evening in the remarks of gentlemen to whom
[ listened. The more that has been said ap-
on this subject—that is, the question of three
judges upon the bench or one—the more I
have become interested in it. I should like
to hear the views of all gentlemen, pro‘essional
and non-professional, upon the subject. I do
not think that the one consideration with ug
should be the consideration of expense. By
calculation, -we will find that the expense of
the system as proposed by the committee,
will be about 4 cents un the $100. The ag-
sessable property of the S:ate is about $300,-
000,000. The estimated cost of this system
is about $100,000. After all, the expense of
this system would scarcely be felt in the tax~
ation of the St:te.

The convention has already by its action
appropriated $400,000 annually to the public
school system of the S'ate. We have provid-
ed that $300,000 shull be raised to defray
theimmediate expences of the system, and a
sinking fund created, by a tux of 5 cents on
the $100 on the assessuble property of the
State, makisg in alla levy of about $450,000
annually.

Now I humbly submit that a matter so
important to the people of the State, their
welfare and their safity, their convenience
and their happiness, as the judiciary system
of the State, should not be controlled by the
bare consideration of expense. I for one
would be willing pot to t+ke the expense of
the two systems into consideration ; because,
as I said, the taxation to which the State will
be subjected forits judiciary will be not over 4
cents on the $100. It seems to me then that
the sole consideration with this convention
should be, which is the better system, as pro-
posed to this body.

To the system as reported by the commite
tee there are gome objections. Some of the
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